Materialism and Morals
demanded an antidote: the theory accordingly
arose that within the married state everythuig is
lawful, and many a Victorian home consequently
became the scene of silent domestic tragedy.
This tradition has so entirely disappeared that we
probably regard it much as we regard instruments
of torture in a museum. The tradition has little
relevance for us. It seems to us incredible and almost
insane that people should have blushed to talk in
the drawing-room about sex, and should have
merely sniggered at it in the dining-room after a
glass of port. We are amazed that polite society
should have ostracized an unmarried mother, or
that a man with homo-sexual tendencies should
have been sent to penal servitude. For young people
to be genuine in their sex talk and sex conduct
appears to most people to be simply a return to
normal common sense. The fatal flaw, indeed, in
the Victorian scheme of propriety lay in the disunity,
and therefore the conflict of motive, which it pro-
voked. Outwardly the Victorian, if unmarried,
pretended to be abstemious, and in marriage the
intimacies were shrouded in secrecy. Inwardly he
either indulged in sexual irregularities or in unful-
filled sexual phantasies, and was frequently a victim
of harrowing remorse because of his belief that these
indulgences were hideously vicious.
But merely to react from Victorian repressions is
not enough. In any form of civilization society must
have a moral standard in sexual as well as in other
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